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AESTRACT

This papes, the final one in a series of three,
presents the results of a test on the relative vredictive efficiency
of four alternative hvootheses in explaininag the "salience hierarchy"
{tho relative influence of parents and peers) amonqg youth, The four
hypotheses include: (1) arade level approach: (2) goals hypothesis:
() aituational approach: and (u) relationship hvpothesis. The data
vere obtained throuqh the mass adminictration of a precoded and
pretested survey instrument %o severth, ninth, and tvelfth araders.
*rom the Aata, several concliiusions wvere Adrawn: (V) grade has onlv a
ninimal impact on the vro-varent orientations of youth: (2) social
class appears to be an important variable wvhere the level of varent
adolescent affoct is not controllel; and (3) perceived reference set
help in makina A2cisions about goals is not an important factov in
the Aeternmination of the hierarchical preferences among vouth when
considered relative to otbter variables. The f£indings indicate that
the relationship model is a useful theoretical cerspective in the
explanation of the sallence hierarchv Aurinc adolescence. (KJ)
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The purpose of this paper is to investinate the structure ard
process of socfal influence during adolcscence. In particuior, e
soctocultural factors mediating and requlating tho relativa praierances
of youth for their p2.ents and/or peers are emphesizud,

The laraer study, upon which this paper {s based, develcaad as
an attempt to provide some inftfal answers to three basic concerna.‘

In the First place, a review of the available yesearch fllustratos the
lack of convergence (the differonces are often sharp) amono the studis:
of the influence process. For exsmple, peers, families, and scrocts
are each, in varfous ways, seen to be the most significant influcers on
the attitudes and behaviors of youth. The 1fterature on peer infiudce
e.ther characterizes youth as a small socfety matnteirfng only “strinds
of connection with adult soclety” (Coleman, 1961:3; Sciwartz 2n¢
lerten, 1967; Gottlieb and Reeves, 1963) or as an age cohort tact
fncreasingly becomes age-mate oriented with ‘he movemsnt fyem ine curly

to late teens {(Coleman, 1961; itusqgrove, 1965; Dowerman and Ninen, 1053:

e

Neiman, 1954; Rosen, 1965; Goodman, 19¢6). In contrast, a cicsar ludk
at this research (Coleman, 1961: Bowerman and Kinch, 1559} and «tho:
studies {Brittain, 1963; Epperson, 19€4; Louvan and tdeitnn, Yred)
contain pervasive evidence for the influence of the family, Cther
studies have demonstrated that differing femily structures, tonditicns,
ard procestes have an ‘wpact on adolescent dehavior (Hrerleff and

Larson, 1965; Slocum, 1963; Cervantess, 1655: (lausen, 135). sSinitirly,
in recent titerature on the influence ¢f the schco! the™ s & Frvtacicie

implication that the schocl can make or break the scnisiizes, 1cnardlest



of either parent or peer (cf. Schafer and Polk, 1967), The findings
regarding peer, parent, and school predominance variously reflect
exaggerated interpretations, preconcefved notions of predominance,
biased questions, the inclusion of supportive variables, and the neglect
of several fundamental dimensions.’

Secondly, 1t 1s also apparent that theoretical efforts have
largely fgnored the varfous interpenetrattons and l1inkages within the
primary and secondary sectors of thc social system. Both the spacial
(competing and interacting sources of influence at one point in time)
and the developmental sequencing of social influence are neglected.
Certain theoretical perspectives such as symbolic interactionism or
1earning theory have addressed aspects of the influence process but have
conveniently avoided the hierarchy (relative salience) of influence.

Third, 1t scems apparent that the fncreasing prevatence of
delinquency, rebellion, and problems of adolescents in ceneral commands
a careful consideration of the "posture" of social influence. If the
predictors of the influence posture during adolescence arve known,
appropriate socializing agencies would be better cquipped in dealing
with youth.

This papar, the final me 1in a series of three, presents the
results of a test of one aspect of the above cunsiderations: the
relative predictive efficiency of four alternative hypotheses in
explaining the "salience hierarchy” (the relative influence nf parents
and peers) among youth.3

The first approdch may be called the grade-level approach. Stated
in fts simplest form, &s children move into the period of adolescence

their orfentations increasingly become agc-mate ortented; as adolescents




move fnto voung adulthoad they increasingly return to adult-orientations
(Gotilieb and Pamsey, 1964)., They are said to ¢o so for scveral
rcasons: thay are exnccted to by parent end teacher alike, they arc
forced to be together - age-seurecation, and they share a common dilenme.
The latter fs typicaily described, with feeling, es a sitvatfon where
the tecnager is "betwixt end betwcen' childhood and adulthood beseiged
with opportunitics and deprivations which have their roots in alien
assumptions. Being in the same “boat" facilfitates mutual understanding,
similarity of purpose, and commonality of fntcrest. It is with his

own kind that the adelescent 15 said to develop a sensec of fdentity,
power, belonaing, and securfity (cf. Keniston, 1960; Erfckson, i1563;
Frivdenberg, 1963; Goodman, 1956) .

As suggested fn the brief review of literature above, this
hypothesis 1s widely accepted and documented, Several questions, however,
need to be rafsed. First, it s questionable vhether post adelescents
are more adult-oriented. Althouagh grester respect for one's cldars may
be reacquircd, adults are more age-matc orfcnted than any other greun,
Second, the assumption that the youth rejects his nareats 1§ an over-
siplification, The adolescent's fdentification with his peers may
b an expansion of the socfal arena to include noew somces of influence,
The substance of frequent interaction and simflarity of perspective
(or even a preference for peer associations) daeen't denote parenta)
rejection any more than buying steak on TucSday represents a rejection
of hamburger., It is appropriatc te ascertain whether edolescents ave
anti{-parent, 2-parent, or pro-parcat/oear,

The goals hypothesis, of mors recent orinin, Ml6: edolescenis

fdontify with referents *hat ey periodve 88 agving the dishw and




abiifity to help them achieve their goals. Referents which have either
ability or destre but not both are identified with moderately, Thosn
who are perceived to have nefthcr the desire nor ability to help ere
definecd as having no influence (Gottlich, et.al., 1966). In their test
of this hypothesis it was found that tho greater the level of "helping"
(from no desire and ability to both desirc and ability) the higher the
frequency of adolescent fnvolvement with the applicable helpers.

There are three questions that might be raised with this approach.
First, help with decisfons about goals is not a measure of relative
fnfluence as much as 1t {s relevant influence, i.e., the adolescent
percefves that certain persons are available (with varying amounts of
ability and desire) if needed. More important, however, s that the
dimensions of ability and desire may be common commoditics among the
referents in the 11fe space of the adolescent. All a referent would need,
being the dearee of help is fgnored, is a minimum of abiliity and desire
to qualify, e.a., the adolescent could place the guidance counsclor and
his mediocre parent in tac sar catecory with cqual ease. Second, 1t
1s well to ask vhether adolcscents have goals., If they do, what are they
and what effect do differing goals have on their chofce of helpers?
Third, to assure that adolescents initiate involvement with those who
can help them is again an oversimplificetion. In most respects. the
youth has 1ittle choice 1n his affiliation and interaction with his
family, the school, or peers.

The most productive hypothesis, to this point, has been the
situationa} apnroach (Brittain, 1963). In this case, the adoiescent is
said to follow the wishes of his parents rather than twse of his peers

when the context meoufres decisicons that have futuristic implicetions.




Conversely, when the decisfon involved current status and fdentity

needs, the adolescents opted for their own kind. Brittain's research

has stronoly supported the essumptions that adolescents perceive peors
and parents as competent aquides in different areas, avoid being

different frcm peers, avoid separation from peers, and avoid

~onmmunicating with parents when they percefve parent-peer cross-pressures.
Hypothetical situations creating parent-pecr cross-pressures were used

to m:asure the orientations of youth. The adolescent was forced to
choose between complying with the wishes of his parents or the wishes

of his peers. Likewise, three questions may be ratscd concerning the

situetional approach. First, it {s difficult to assume that hypothotical

situations measure the actual behavior of an adolescent in a real
situatfon. Second, most sftuations fnvolve move than the divergent
wishes of parents and peers. Third, 1t is unlikely that the situational
dilermas measured the reference set (parents or peers) orfentations of

youth, At best, they measuired the choice patterrc of youth in artificial

s{tuations.

Althouch cach of the above hypothescs are more complementary than
contradictory, they have fafled to {dentify an fmportant clement in the
asscssment of the reference set orfentations of youth -- tho quality of the
relationship the ddolescent has with his reference sets. This approach
deemphasizes the importance of qoals or age-level in preference to
ascertaining the perceived meaninoe and satisfaction obtained from adolescent
self-other relattonships. This approach statcs that the purpose, type,
and the quality of the relationship the adolescent has with his parents
and peers 15 essential in understanding end cxplaining the structurc énd

process of soctal fnfluence during adolescence.



When the studies noted above are considered relative to the
relationship hypothesis, some striking similarities appear. In the
case of.peer influence, adolescents who opted for their peers did so
Lecause of vhat they cbtained by doing so. Similarly, studies of
parental influence found that adolescents who were parent-orfented
were actting something particular from the relationship. Accordinaly,
when an adolescent fdentifies with a referent who he perceives to be
able and willina to help him decide on goals there is a payoff.
Although the profit marain may be small, as may be the case in opting
for parents where the cross-pressures are severe, the option taken

represents the adolescent's perception of greatest gain.4

In con-
sequence, the adolescent-refercnce set relatfonship tecomes an
orgarizing principle for explaining the salience hicrarchy.

The central hypothesis implicit to this approach is that the
parent-adolescent and best fricnd-adolescent rvelatfonships ave strongly
related to the salience hierarchy among yOuth.5 hecordingly, it is
also predicted that the relationship hypothesis will improve the
prediction of the salfence hierarchy while reducing the efficiency
of the other predictors described: the grade-level, help-mate,
and sfituational approaches. The interconnection of these four
approaches in the explanatfon of the salience hierarchy during

adolescence 18 the cornerstore of this paper.

Pethods

The data were obtained through the mats adainfstroting of 3

precoded and pretested survey instriment 10 all seventh, ninth, end




twelfth graders in a southem Orcgon city of 12,000 in November, 1967.
These grades were selected for two reasons, First, the seventh and
tuelfth grades reoresent, respectively, the beqinning of adolescence
and the end of conpulsory adult control, The ninth grade most ncarly
approximates the middle of the "scttling-in" process during adolescence.
Second, the three grade levels vepresent the most reasonable slicing
points for a test of the grade-level hypothesis,

In addition to the salience hicrarchy (the dependent variable) and
the four predictor varitbles (parent-adolescent affect, reference set
help, situatfonal effect, and gradc-level) sex and social class are
considered. Sex is included due to the wide conscnsus of the literature
concerning the relative impact of femininity, carly social development
and maturity, and dependeniy on the role of females in society (cf.
Maccoby, 1967). Based on tifs 1{terature, it might be expected that
females are mere parent-oriinted than males. Similarly, socfal olass
s included cue to the known differences among family systems (e.q.
communication) of varying socto-economic levels. 1In this case, 1t s
expected that upper ciass ado escents will be more parent-oriented than
lower cless adolescents, :

The reesurerent of cach 5 the four myjor variables {s briefly
described in the footnotes to Table 1,

Four statfstical procedurcs are used in analyzing the data: gamme -
a proportionate riduction in (rror measure of assoctation, 2 - a test
of sigafficance appropriate tt cemme, test factor scandardization - an
average partial association t.chniaue vhich permits the control of one
or rem test verfabics (Feecraery, 1962), and a method of assessing

theee-factor interaction among ~arifal associations (Coodman, 1964).6




Findings

Table 1 clearly f§ndicates that nearly half of the adolescents
perceive themselves to have a hichly satisfying relationship with tnefir
parents and nearly seventy-five percent, a satisfying relationship.
Similarly, more than ninety pcrcent attribute efther both desire and
2bility or desire alone to their reference scts in helping them decide
on gnals. It is also apparent, however, thet the situational dilcmmas
provide 1{1ttle indication of reference set priorities, f.v.. most
adolescents responded to the nature of the situation (situation
complience) rather than the pressures of parents or peers. The
adrlescents' percoptions of the hierarchical patterr of influence
between perents and peers, as indicated by the salience hierarchy
fndex, indicate that a substantivc percentage of youth see no reason
to diffcrentiate betwcen their parcnts and peers (parent/best friend
orfentation). Only a minority (25 percent) assion gre. r salience
to thefr best friends.

The {ntercorrelations amona the seven variables are presented in
Table 2. As cen be seen, sex §s unrelated to parent-adolescent affect
and sftuaticnal cffect. Girls, howaver, more often than boys, percelfve
their rofercnce sets to have both ebility and desire (carme = ,23,

1 = .07) but arc clearly 1¢8s parent-oricnted thin boys {gamma = -,22).
The "ndex of Social Position i& related to porcnt-adolescent affect:

the hicher the sccial class level, the higher the quality of parent-
aduinseont affoct., Socfal class does not irprove the predictien »f

any A7 %he cther varfables. In contrast, crade emerces 28 a sfqnificant

cormieia of pareat-adolescent affect. situalional cffect, and the




salience hierarchy. In this case, seventh graders, relative to ninth
and twelfth graders, perceive themselves to have a mure satisfying
relationship with their parents, appear to bec more parent compliant,
and tend to be more parent oriented. Similarly, parent-adolescent affect
is strongly related to reference set help, situatienal effect, and
the salience hierarchy. Finally, situational effect is strongly
correlated with the salience hierarchy.

The first step in tracing the relative efficiency of each of these
factors in improving the prediction of the parent-peer oricntations
of youth is taken in Table 3.7 The averanc or standardized effect of
the control variables taken as a group on the original zero order
relationship betwecn variable X and the salience hierarchy is presented.
In terms of the average effect of cach predictor on the other, three
variables emerge as the primury predictors of the salience hierarchy:
sex, grade, and parent-adolescent affect. Situational effect appears
to operate independently of the other factors. Although parent-
adolescent affect has proved to be more efficient than the other
predictors (in support of the gcneral hypothesis), it is apparent that
there is considerable intcraction among the predictor variables. The
substancc ¢f this interaction is crucial in attempting to explain the
salience hierarchy, the average effect of each variable on the other
notwithstanding. Therefere, Table & provides the zero order
corrcelations for each of the partial tables created by controlling
fo; sex., arade, Index of Scciel Position, and sitvational effect in
assessing the relationship between parent-adolescent arfect and the
salicnce hierarchy. As can be seen, the interaction £2st among the

A~

partials is significant for sex, arade, and situaticral effect, The




correlations at the various sociai class levels and desive and &biliy
levels do not differ significantly.

Rather than present the additional somewhat cumbersome tabulations
wvhere {hree or more variables are considered at one time, Figures 1.5
have been developed to grarhically illustrate thc actual character of
the interpenetration of the predictor variables.

Figure 1 illustrates the interreletionship among sex, grade level,
end parent-adolescent affect for those adolescents who assign priority
to their parents (parent oricnted). Parent priority among youth decreases
as grade level increases, decrcases as the quality of parent-adolescent
dacreases, and i1s lower for females than it is for males. Figure 2
while illustrating similar patterns also portrays the significance of
pro-parent orientations (parent and parent/best friend criented comdined)
among youth at the higher levels of parent-adolescent affect. Seventh
graders are affected minimally by variant levels of satisfying parent-
adolescent relationships while ninth and twelfth grade girls eppear to
be more strongly affected by low quality relationships with their parents.

Figure 3 permits an assessment of the assumption that social class
alters the impact of sex, grede, and the relationship. In this case,
it is clear that amona adolescents who perceive a highly satisfying
relationship with their parents, social class has little impact. Hewever,
there is a dramatic difference berween males and females in the twelfth
gradz. Upmer class twelfth grade boys are less pro-parent thar their
Tepale counterparis while middle class twelfih greds boys are con-
sicerebly more pro-parent than middic closs welfth grads qirls,

Fiaure 4 indicates, even so, that the patterns in the laver ¢Yuzs av:

similer to those in figure 2. I% i¢ Yit2ly thot if an adcquate samnlc
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were available for the upper and middle classes similar patterns would
be seen,

Controlling for the effect of situations on the patterns observed
above indicates that the situation has only minimal influence (see
Finure 5). The patterned relationships amonn grade, sex, and parent-
adolescent affect in their common connection to the salience hierarchy
scems to indicate that hypothetical situations cannot explain the
variations in the hierarchicel preferences of youth, While their
responses to situations varied, their orientational patterns didn't,

Several conclusiens may be drawn from the preccding analysis.

1. Perceived reference set help in making decisions about goals
is not an important factor in the determination of the hierarchical
preferences among youth when considered relative to parent-adolescent
affect, grade, sex, and social class.

2. Althouch those who chosa the parent or best friend compliant
optiecns across situations are clcarly more oriented to that referent,

the majority of adolescents changed their choice in terms of the

situation rather than their hierarchical reference set orientations.

3. Althouch the qrade level hypothesis works well in explaining

the parent priority preferences of youth (sex and parent-adolescent affect

notwithstanding), grade has only a minimal impact on the pro-parent
orientations of youth, In this sense, the preclusion of an equal
salience category for parents and peers in most research has distorted the
meaning of adoslescence,

4, The relative level of parent-adolcscent affect is strongiy
rclated to hoth parent preference and pro-parer. priority within each

arede level: the hicher the dearce of perceived satisfaction in the
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relationship, the higher the degree of parent orientation. Further,
adolescents with a high denree of parent-adolescent affect sec no reascw
to differentiate between their parents and best friends at higher grade
levels: the quality of the relationship is of minimal significance in the
seventh grade.
5. The decrease in parent preference by increasing grade level
and decreasing parent affect varies consistently for males and females:
males are consistently more parent oriented than females. This difference
is most pronounced in the ninth grade. These differences are further
enhanced at the lower levels of parent-adolescent affect.
6. Social class appears to be eén important variable where the
level of parent-adolescent affect is not controlled (this could only be
done in the lower class because of the sample size). Under these
conditions, two conclusions may be identified.
(a) In the upper class, all seventh and ninth grade boys
and seventh grade girls are pro-parent in their
orientations. Twelfth grade boys are the lcast pro-
parent among their grade and sex counterparts.
(b) In the middle class, boys at all grade levels are
considerably more pro-parent than girls at all grade

levels.

Discussion

LAttty

The findings indicate that the relationship model 1s a useful
theoretical perspective in the explanation of the salience hierarchy

durino adolescence.
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The expectation that adolescents who perceive their parents as
understanding, willing tc talk with them when they have a problem,
fairly easy to talk tc, and "in touch” will find less occasicn to react
acainst their parents and sce less reason to differentiate bctween
parental and friend societies appears to have considerable suppore.

The overvhelming majority of those adolcscents who have a hich dearee
of parent-adolescent affect are pro-parent in their preferences. In
contrast, when the qualities of a "good' relationshin are weak or
absent in the tecnager's relationshir with his parents, a larce pro-
portion assign priority to their best friends. Seventh araders appear
to be parent oricnted, the quality of their relationship with their
parents notwithstanding. Undoubtedly, they haven't yet been subjected to
the full impact of youth culturc nor have they had the opportunity to
build intensive friendships. ‘here the potential for parental rejection
is most intense (qrades nine and twelve), however, the quality of their
relationships with their parents becomes a sionificant predictor.

The consistent and often substantive differences between adolescent
males and females was. in part, unsuspected. Only one explanation
scems irmediately plausible. Boys have generally had more freedom than
¢irls due to a mere permissive parental climate. Girls are often
subjected to more restricticns. In attemptine to cope with the "modern
girl" (free, sexual, independcnt), parents may be overresponsive., In
consequence, the adolescent airl is less resronsive to enhanced parental
requirements and reaulations. Further rescarch on this issue, in
particular, is important.

In contrast to nravious research, it has been scen thet the

quality of the adolescent's relationship with his refevence sels is
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essential in determining the relative influence of the type and

purpose of his relationships. The deorce of interpenetration of the

influences cf parents and best friends cannot he assessed without an

cvaluation of the satisfactions gained from the relationship, In parti-

cular, just as adolescents have "good" relationships with their best
friends, it has ncw been demonstrated that the “goodness” of the parent-
adolescent relationship must also be considered. Further, previous
research clearly "loaded" the results by forcing the adolescent to
choose between his parents and peers. Under these conditions, it is
reasonable for the adolescent to choose his pecers. Indeed, the
adolescent may opt for his peers without eithzr "violating" the essence
of his parents' wishes or "hurting" the parent-youth relationship., The
option to assign equal importance to both parents and friends is
essential in any measurement of thc hierarchical preferences of youth,
particularly at the hicher grade levels.

Additional research is needed on the interpenetrations and linkages
amona the variant aspects of social influence, on the factors that
facilitate satisfying relationships between socializers and socializees,
and on the seauencing of static sociocultural dimensions over time.

The contributions of this study, and others, which attempts to
identify the independent and relative predictive efficiency of several
alternative explanations, could be considerably enhanced through
multivariate and path analysis techniques. Hopefully, both data and
date collection procedures in related future rescarch will be conducive

to this type of analysis.
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Footnotes

1. This paper is based on a laree study conducted in Hovember,
1967, under the support of the Cooperative Rescarch Procyam of the United
States O7fice of Education, CHEW Project 7-1-105, HEG-9-070105-09350(010).

2. Coleman's (1961) findings, for examnle, may be questioned in
several ways. First, a number of apriori judements avre apparent: the
belief in the existence of a youth subculture, severe reservations about
the value of athletics and qirls who aspire to be movic stars or models,
and a belief in the virtues of intellectualism for adolescents. Second,
he appeaved to rely on somewhat "loaded” questions. For example, the
respondents were asked to choose between their parents' disapproval, their
teachers® disapproval, and “breaking with their best friends.” The
response enabled Coleman to support the existence of a ycuth society.

When this questicn was rcphrased and asked of another sample of adclescents
(Epperson, 1964) nearly eight percent opted for their parents.

Similarly, cven theouan Brittain's study (1953) is interpreted
as evidence for the nrepondcrance of peer influence, ninc of his twelve
situations produced a response considerably more favorable to parents
then peers.

On thc other hand, the study by Slocum (1963) merely notes the
possibility that the influence of the family "may be tempered by the
impact of pecer oroup standards" and then ignores the theoretical
relevance of this impact.

3. The Tirst two papers are, respectively, titled: “The Salience
Hierarchy durine Adolescence: The Situaticen Hypothesis Revisited" and
"An Examination of the Salience Hierarchy during Adolescence: The
influence of the Family.” They have both been submitted for publication.
The term salience hierarchy may seem to be nothino more than a semantic
doubletake on the concept of reference qroup. In reality, the concent
has particular reference to the relative salience of reference sets.

The concept of reference set following Goodman {1965) is definad as
"the cast of significant others whem the individual takes into acccunt
when he acts."

4, The cost of a rarticular coursc of action ic the cquivalent
of thc forecone value of an alternative, a familiar economic 2ssumption.
The formula is presentcd in Homans (1956:597-606). One must be
cautious, hewever, in appiying an exchange model to the approach rsed
here., The adolescent deesn't think only of the cost and/or revavrd to
himself. He also considers the cost in terms of his relaticnship, ifs
nature and tyre.

5. 1& may be noted that this stvdy fecuses on the adolescert's
relaticnships with his besh friends rather than peers in gencral. It
is assumod that the stimulus "best friends" caile forth ¢ groun of
persons {2 or more) who the adolescent considors himselv very ciose o,
Neither the number nor the sex of best friewds is considered in this
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study as these rclationships arc voluntary. Uhether the stimulus “best
frionds" elicits a aroup of boys or a aroupr of girls is also immaterial.
The issuc is that these arc simply best friends. This stimulus is
comparable to the others given - "most of your teachers." and "mother
and "father."” The sex of the parent is important because these relation-
shins are involuntary and primarily expressive. The adolescent's
relationship with his tcachers is generally not on an individual basis,
as in the family, and primarily instrumental, In addition, it may be
emphasized that it is unnecessary to ascertain the quality of thc
adolescent’s relationship with his best friends. A high quality
relationship may be assumed. This assumption was tested in the pilot
study and conclusively confirmed.

6. It may be noted that this parer only nresents the necessary
tables and graphs. Many possible cross-tabulaticns and controls arc
not introduccd, e¢.g., the effect of reference set help on the salience
hierarchy controlling for crade, because the essence of the relationships
are completely 11lustrated by the tables and c¢raphs included.

7. Tue to the obvious demoaraphic y~laticnship among sex, grade,
and sccial class, cach of these variables is considered independently.




TABLE 1
UNIVARIATE DISTRIBUTION OF VARIABLES

—

Variable Percentage Frequencya

X] Sex: Females 50.8 2788§

Males 49,2 763
X2 Index of Social Position:b

I &1l 15.7 (97)

111 25.3 &156

IV &Y 59.0 364
X3 Grade Level:

Seventh 38.9 (64,3)

Hinth 35.1 545;

Twelfth 26,0 403
X,  Parent-Adolascent Affect:©

High 4.7 {745

Medium 32.8 507

Low 25.5 (293)
X5 Reference Sct He1p:d

Ability and desire 49.9 $668

Desire, no ability M. 538

Ability, no desire; neither ability 9.0 (133)

nor desire

X6 Situationa) Effect:®

Primarily Parent Compliant 15.6 (233}

Primarily Best Fricnd Compliant 4.7 (70

Situation Compliant 79.7 (1193)
X7 Salience Hierarchy:f

Parent oriented 35.5 2549

Parent/Best Friends oriented 39.3 608

Best Friends oriented 25.1 (389)
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TABLE 1 (cont'd)

llo answers are eliminated. Indexes, such as the Reference Set Hierarchy,
therafore have a reduced HN.

The measure of social class used in this study is based on the education and
occupation of the father. The "two factor' Index of Social Position and tnc
occupational categories were first develaped by Hollingshead (1957). Only

592 questionnaires were received from tue facthers in the sample; consequently,
bivariate and multivariate cross tabulations using the Indax of Social Position
are based on a reduced sample (592 rather than 1542).

Eleven items were used to measure the quality of the parent-adolescent rela-
tionship. The five items used in the creation of the Parent-Adolescent Affect
index include understanding, willingness, interest, cultural disparity, and
enjoyment of family activity. They were selected on the basis of theoretical
priority and the hierarchical clustering technique (Johnson, 1967).

The adolescent's perception of the relative ability and desive of parents,
teachers, and best friends in helping him decide on goals are combined into
the index of Reference Set Help.

The Index of Situational Effect is based on the effect of six differing situa-
tions on the choice patterns of youth. Each situation created a dilemma wheve
pressurcs cmanated from both parents and best friends. Adolescents who com-
plied with their varents' wishes in four of the six situations were classified
as parent compliant, those who complicd with the wishes of their best friends
as best friend compliant, and those who changed their choice as tha situation
changed are classifind as situation compliant.

Fifteen items were used to measure the salience hierarchy (the relative pre-
ferences of youth). The salience hierarchy index was created by sunming the
total response on five items {understanding, willingness, knowledge, communi-
cation, and control) for each individual and dividing the total by 5 to obtain
a mean responsc. The items used in the index were selected on the basis of
theorctical priority and the hierarchical clustering techninque {Johnson, 1967).




TABLE 2

GAMMA MATRIX: INTERCORPELATIONS AMONG SEX, ISP,
GRADE LEVF'., PARENT-ADOLESCEHT AFFECT,
REFERENCE SET HELP, SITVUATICNAL EFFECT,

AND THE SALIENCE HIERARCHYQ

—_— - -—— e —a

Symol X]

>3
><

2 3 4 5 <
Sex X1
Index of Social Position Xa .02
Grade Level X3 -.05 ~.04
Parent-fdolescent Nffect Xg .02 .24 .23*
Reference Set Help X5 .23 14 .05 2%
Situational Effect X6 .06 .02 .36% . 26* .09
Salience Hierarchy X7 -, 22% .16 A44* .48* 1 27

Gamma is sianificant at the .05 level or greater.

a Due to the comnlexity and comprehensibility of this analysis, the presentation
of tables will typically be limited te correlations. The use oi gamna, a pro-
portionate reduction in error measure of order rather than category, facilitates
the use of correlations rather than percentage distributions. In the case of
sex and thu salience hierarchy, for example, a positive correlation wouid
indicate that females are morc parent oriented than males. Note the location
of cateqories in Table 1 - both femalcs and parent oriented adolescants apnear
in category onn.




TABLE 3

ZERO ORDER AMD STANDARDIZED GAIMMA MATRIX:
SALIENCE HTERARCHY BY SEX, GRADE LEVEL, INOEX OF SOCIAL POSITION,
PARENT-ADOLESCENT AFFECT, REFERENCE SET HIERARCHY, EFFECT OF SITUATIONS

Variables gﬁ;gra Standardized
Sex (Pha, RSH, ES, Stdzd)” -.2380% -, 2592+
Parent-Adol Affect (S, RSH, ES, Stdzd) 4775* A0 85*
Reference Set Help (S, P-Aa, ES, Stdzd) 1061 -.0095
Effect of Situations (S, P-Aa, RSH, Stdzd) .2730% L2719%
Grade Level (P-Aa, RSH, ES, Stdzd) .8629* .3767%
Parent-Adol Affect (G, RSH, ES, Stdzd) A775% .3868%
Reference Set Help (6, P-Aa, ES, Stdzd) 1061 -.0518
Effect of Situations (G, P-Aa, RSH, Stdzd) .2730* 1454
Index of Social Position (P-NAa, RSH, ES, Stdzd) 1457 .0796
Parent-fidol Affect {ISP, RSH, ES, Stdzd) .5020* 4620*
Reference Set Help (ISP, P-Aa, ES, Stdzd) 0437 ~,0603
Effect of Situations (ISP, P-fa, RSH, Stdzd) .3028 .3087

Gamma is significant at thc .05 level or greater.

a The zero order corrclations in this table are slightly different than thosc
in Table 2 because all no answers in the cross tabulations have been climinated,

b The variable names are abbreviated as follows: sex-S, grade level-G, index
of social position-ISP, parcent-adolescent affect-PAa, reference set help-PSH,
and effect of situations-ES.




TABLE 4

PARTIAL CORRELATIONS: SALIENCE HIERARCHY BY PARENT-
ADOLESCENT AFFECT BY SEX, GRADE LEVEL, IMDEX OF SOCIAL
POSITION, REFERENCE SET HELP, AND EFFECT OF SITUATIONS

Correlation
Zero Order Partial
Salience Hierarchy by Parent-Adolescent Affect . 48* a
by Sex: Females AT7*
Hales Sy
by Grade: Seventh 37
Hinth A9*
Twelfth R AH9*
by 1SP: I &Il D5k
111 A2
Iveay YA
by RSH: fbi1ity and desire 4%
Cesire, no ability 53*
Aflity, no desire; neithor desire or abflity Slx
by ES: Parent Comnliant .32;
Best Friend Compliant .57
S{tuation Complfiant JA5*
' Garma s significant at the .05 level or greater.
3 Interaction test is significant at the .05 level or greater,
b Althoush the corrclation §s rcasonably laroe, the it (70) in the cese fs too

emall for Z tr e si-nificant.




Parent- Adolescent Affect

100 High Medium Low
90_]
B / L{ﬂlcs -y
80¢.] .
Females m—— =
704
<4 Tth

Percent

0

Fig. 1,--Parent priority by grade level, parent-
adolescent affect, and sex
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Index of Social Position by High Parent- Adolescent Affect
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Fig. 3. --Pro-parent priorily by grade level, high parent-
adolescent affect, sex, and index of social position
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8The N is loo small to continue the diagram at this point.
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